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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to the application, and IDS filed on 9/30/2003. 
This action is made Non-Final. 

2. Claims 1-28 are pending in the case. Claims 1, 22, and 26-27 are independent claims. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

3. The information disclosure statement (EDS) submitted on 9/30/2003 has been entered, 
and considered by the Examiner. 

Drawings 

4. The drawings filed on 9/30/2003 have been accepted by the Examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

5. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed 
to non-statutory subject matter. Claims 1, and 22 recite a method which could be performed 
using a combination of mental and/or pen an paper steps, not on a computer device. 
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Double Patenting 

6. A rejection based on double patenting of the "same invention" type finds its support in 
the language of 35 U.S.C. 101 which states that "whoever invents or discovers any new and 
useful process ... may obtain a patent therefor ..." (Emphasis added). Thus, the term "same 
invention," in this context, means an invention drawn to identical subject matter. See Miller v. 
Eagle Mfg. Co., 151 U.S. 186 (1894); In re Ockert, 245 F.2d467, 114USPQ330 (CCPA 1957); 
and In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970). 

A statutory type (35 U.S.C. 101) double patenting rejection can be overcome by 
canceling or amending the conflicting claims so they are no longer coextensive in scope. The 
filing of a terminal disclaimer cannot overcome a double patenting rejection based upon 35 
U.S.C. 101. 

7. Claim 1-8, 26 are provisionally rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 as claiming the same 
invention as that of claim 18, 18, 18, 18, 18, 18, 18, 7, 18 respectively of copending Application 
No. 10/674,769. This is a provisional double patenting rejection since the conflicting claims 
have not in fact been patented. 

8. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created doctrine 
grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the unjustified or 
improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent and to prevent possible 
harassment by multiple assignees. See In re Goodman, 1 1 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. 
Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 
F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 
1970); md In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) may be used to 
overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double patenting ground 
provided the conflicting application or patent is shown to be commonly owned with this 
application. See 37 CFR 1.130(b). 

Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a terminal 
disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 37 
CFR 3.73(b). 

9. Claims 22, and 27 are provisionally rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claim 18 of copending 
Application No. 10/674,769 (hereinafter 769). Although the conflicting claims are not identical, 
they are not patentably distinct from each other because although claim 18 of 769 does not 
explicitly teach programmatically generating a syntax specification, Kanevsky discloses 
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selectively displaying certain group of component(s) of the HTML web pages generated using 
URL/CGI instructions, such as icons, text, images, etc, - programmatically generating a syntax 
specification which includes a plurality of alternative selectable views for at least one 
component - based upon the interpretation of the URL instructions, and the device's 
characteristics (col. 11, lines 1-62, col.8, lines 1-2, fig.10-15). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine 769, and Kanevsky, because 
Kanevsky teaches above web pages which are adaptively generated to conform with a device 
characteristic, thus allowing a user to comfortably, and effectively view the web page. 

This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the conflicting 
claims have not in fact been patented. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
10. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 



11. Claims 1-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Kanevsky (Pat.# 
6,300,947 Bl, 10/9/2001). 
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Regarding independent claim 1, Kanevsky discloses interpreting URL instructions 
containing information regarding the content of web pages to determine whether or not the web 
pages meet certain criteria, such as a device characteristics- evaluating one or more factors to 
yield an evaluation result- (col. 7, lines 57-col.8, line 42). 

Moreover, Kanevsky discloses selectively displaying certain group of component(s) of 
the web pages, such as icons, text, images, etc, based upon the interpretation of the URL 
instructions, and the device's characteristics- using the evaluation result to select from among a 
plurality of alternative selectable views of a particular component, a view to be rendered ~ (col. 
11, lines 1-62, col.2. lines 1-44, fig.10-15). 

Regarding claim 2, which depends on claim 1, Kanevsky discloses selectively displaying 
certain group of component(s) of the web pages, such as icons, text, images, etc, based upon the 
interpretation of the URL instructions, and the device's characteristics- rendering the selected 
view - (col. 11, lines 1-62, fig.10-15). 

Regarding claim 3, which depends on claim 1, Kanevsky discloses selectively displaying 
certain group of component(s) of the web pages, such as icons, text, images, etc, based upon the 
interpretation of the URL instructions, and the device's characteristics- the view to be rendered 
comprises a portion of content to be rendered — (col/ 11, lines 1-62, fig.10-15). 

Regarding claim 4, which depends on claim 1, Kanevsky discloses selectively displaying 
certain group of component(s) of the web pages, such as icons, text, images, etc, based upon the 
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interpretation of the URL instructions, and the device's characteristics-- the view to be rendered 
comprises a portion of a Web page to be rendered — (col. 11, lines 1-62, fig. 10- 15). 

Regarding claim 5, which depends on claim 1, Kanevsky discloses selectively displaying 
certain group of component(s) of the HTML web pages, such as icons, text, images, etc, based 
upon the interpretation of the URL instructions, and the device's characteristics— the plurality of 
alternative selectable views are specified in a markup language document — (col. 11, lines 1-62, 
col.8, lines 16-34, fig. 10- 15). 

Regarding claim 6, which depends on claim 5, Kanevsky discloses selectively displaying 
certain group of component(s) of the web pages, such as icons, text, images, etc, based upon the 
interpretation of the URL instructions, and the device's characteristics — a web page that is to be 
rendered — (col. 11, lines 1-62, fig.10-15). 

Regarding claim 7, which depends on claim 1, Kanevsky discloses selectively displaying 
certain group of component(s) of the HTML web pages, such as icons, text, images, etc, based 
upon the interpretation of the URL instructions, and the device's characteristics— the plurality of 
alternative selectable views are specified using a scripting language syntax — (col. 1 1, lines 1- 
62, col.8, lines 16-34, fig.10-15). 

Regarding claim 8, which depends on claim 5, Kanevsky discloses selectively displaying 
certain group of component(s) of the web pages, such as icons, text, images, etc, split up in a 
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hierarchical fashion, based upon the interpretation of the URL instructions, and the device's 
characteristics (col. 11, lines 1-62, col.2, lines 1-44, fig.10-15). 

Regarding claim 9, which depends on claim 5, Kanevsky discloses selectively displaying 
certain group of component(s) of the HTML web pages, such as icons, text, images, etc, based 
upon the interpretation of the URL instructions — logic-, and the device's characteristics (col. 
11, lines 1-62, col.8, lines 16-34, fig.10-15). 

Regarding claim 10, which depends on claim 7, Kanevsky discloses selectively 
displaying certain group of component(s) of the HTML web pages, such as icons, text, images, 
etc, based upon the interpretation of the URL instructions — logic-, and the device's 
characteristics (col. 11, lines 1-62, col.8, lines 16-34, fig.10-15). 

Regarding claim 11, which depends on claim 5, Kanevsky discloses sending the web 
page as adapted from a server to a client for display (col. 7, lines 41-67). 

Regarding claim 12, which depends on claim 1 1, Kanevsky discloses sending the web 
page, as adapted, from/at a server to a client for display (col. 7, lines 19-67). 

Regarding claim 13, which depends on claim 11, Kanevsky discloses selectively 
displaying certain group of component(s) of the HTML web pages, such as icons, text, images, 
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etc, based upon the interpretation of the URL instructions, and the device's characteristics — 
dynamic factor (col.8, lines 24-67, fig. 10- 15). 

Regarding claim 14, which depends on claim 1 1, Kanevsky discloses selectively 
displaying certain group of component(s) of the HTML web pages, such as icons, text, images, 
etc, based upon the interpretation of the URL instructions received over the Internet — network-, 
and the device's characteristics — dynamic factor (col.8, lines 24-67, col.4, lines 58-67, col. 13, 
lines 31-67, fig. 10-1 5). 

Regarding claim 15, which depends on claim 11, Kanevsky discloses selectively 
displaying certain group of component(s)- alternative selectable views for each components- 
contained within the HTML web pages, such as icons, text, images, etc, based upon the 
interpretation of the URL instructions and the device's characteristics (col. 1 1, lines 1-62, col.8, 
lines 16-34, fig. 10-1 5). 

Regarding claim 16, which depends on claim 15, Kanevsky discloses selectively 
displaying certain group of component(s) contained within the HTML web pages, such as icons, 
text, images, etc, based upon the interpretation of the URL instructions — using step is performed 
for one or more other components— and the device's characteristics (col. 11, lines 1-62, col.8, 
lines 16-34, fig. 10- 15). 
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Regarding claim 17, which depends on claim 15, Kanevsky discloses selectively 
displaying certain group of component(s) contained within the HTML web pages, such as icons, 
text, images, etc, based upon the interpretation of the URL instructions and the device's 
characteristics (col. 11, lines 1-62, col.8, lines 16-34, fig.10-15). 

Regarding claim 18, which depends on claim 16, Kanevsky discloses selectively 
displaying certain group of component(s) contained within the HTML web pages, such as icons, 
text, images, etc, into various pages based upon the interpretation of the URL instructions and 
the device's characteristics, such as screen size (col. 11, lines 1-62, col.8, lines 16-34, col.l 1, 
lines 14-67, fig.10-15). 

Regarding claim 19, which depends on claim 16, Kanevsky discloses splitting up a web 
page into hierarchically linked pages based upon priority, and the interpretation of the URL 
instructions and the device's characteristics, such as screen size (col 1 1, lines 1-62, col.8, lines 
16-34, col.2, lines 2-19, fig.10-15). 

Regarding claim 20, which depends on claim 5, Kanevsky discloses selectively 
displaying certain group of component(s) of the HTML web pages, such as icons, text, images, 
etc, based upon the interpretation of the URL instructions — reference to logic ~, and the device's 
characteristics (col. 11, lines 1-62, col.8, lines 16-34, fig.10-15). 
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Regarding claim 21, which depends on claim 7, Kanevsky discloses selectively 
displaying certain group of component(s) of the HTML web pages, such as icons, text, images, 
etc, based upon the interpretation of the URL instructions — reference to logic -, and the device's 
characteristics (col. 11, lines 1-62, col.8, lines 16-34, fig.10-15). 

Regarding independent claim 22, Kanevsky discloses selectively displaying certain group 
of component(s) of the HTML web pages generated using URL/CGI instructions, such as icons, 
text, images, etc, — programmatically generating a syntax specification which includes a 
plurality of alternative selectable views for at least one component — based upon the 
interpretation of the URL instructions, and the device's characteristics (col. 11, lines 1-62, col.8, 
lines 1-2, fig.10-15). 

Moreover, Kanevsky discloses selectively displaying certain group of component(s) of 
the web pages, such as icons, text, images, etc, based upon the interpretation of the URL 
instructions, and the device's characteristics— such that a run time evaluation of the syntax 
specification will evaluate one or more currently-applicable conditions and use a result of the 
evaluation to programmatically select a particular one of the alternative selectable views for 
each of the at least one components. - (col. 11, lines 1-62, col.2. lines 1-44, fig.10-15). 

Regarding claim 23, which depends on claim 22, Kanevsky discloses selectively 
displaying certain group of component(s) of the web pages, such as icons, text, images, etc, 
based upon the interpretation of the URL instructions, and the device's characteristics- selecting 
the plurality of alternative selectable views for at least one of the components based on one or 
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more characteristics of a target receiver of the syntax specification -- (col. 11, lines 1-62, col.2. 
lines 1-44, fig.10-15). 

Regarding claim 24, which depends on claim 22, Kanevsky discloses selectively 
displaying certain group of component(s) of the HTML web pages, such as icons, text, images, 
etc, based upon the interpretation of the URL instructions, and the device's characteristics (col. 
11, lines 1-62, col. 8, lines 16-34, fig.10-15). 

Regarding claim 25, which depends on claim 22, Kanevsky discloses selectively 
displaying certain group of component(s) of the HTML web pages, such as icons, text, images, 
etc, based upon the interpretation of the URL instructions received over the Internet — 
characteristic of client system-, and the device's characteristics — dynamic factor (col.8, lines 
24-67, col.4, lines 58-67, col.13, lines 31-67, fig.10-15). 

Regarding independent claim 26, Kanevsky discloses selectively displaying certain group 
of component(s) of the HTML web pages generated using URL/CGI instructions, such as icons, 
text, images, etc, —means for evaluating one or more factors to yield an evaluation result; 
means for using the evaluation result to select, from among a plurality of alternative 
selectable views of a particular component, a view to be rendered; means for rendering the 
selected view is a portion of a Web page ~ based upon the interpretation of the URL 
instructions, and the device's characteristics (col. 11, lines 1-62, col.2. lines 1-44, col.8, lines 1- 
2, fig.10-15). 
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Claims 27-28 are directed towards a computer program product on a computer-readable 
medium for storing the steps found in claims 22, and 24 respectively, and therefore are similarly 
rejected. 

Conclusion 

I. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Hill et al. (Pat. # 6,023,714). 

n. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
Examiner should be directed to Cesar B. Paula whose telephone number is (571) 272-4128. The 
Examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. 
(EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong, can be reached on (571) 272-4124. However, in such a case, please 
allow at least one business day. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be 
obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, go to http ://portal .uspto . go v/external/portal/pair . Should you have any questions about 
access to the Private PAIR system, please contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866 
217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Any response to this Action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
Or faxed to: 

• (571)-273-8300 (for all Formal communications intended for entry) 
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